focus on power generation; coal mining; building and appliances; the production of cleaner fossil energy, renewable energy, steel, aluminium and cement. The groups will meet separately to formulate priorities, action plans and progress indicators, before reporting back to the next AP6 gathering, probably in January next year.
Supporters insist this will bring significant gains. "There are some low-hanging fruit," says Groeneveld. "If we lift the performance of the 'bottom half of class', we can improve the whole industry and substantially reduce emissions."
Both the Australian and US governments committed new funds: AU$100 million (US$75.5 million) over five years, and a one-off US$52 million respectively. But industry is largely expected to foot the bill. Details of exactly what will change are lacking, however, as industry groups say they will essentially continue their ongoing investment into research and development. "The scale of the climate changes being projected for 2050 are so substantial that to say, 'there will be a technological fix' is inadequate," adds Andy Pitman, a climate scientist at Macquarie University in Sydney. "As scientists, we haven't managed to get across the urgency of the problem."
Advocates of AP6, including US Secretary of Energy Samuel
Even the petroleum giant BP seems unconvinced by the voluntary approach. "Low-emission technologies are available now," points out a spokesman for BP Australia. But to ensure their uptake "market pull is essential," he says, adding that to "reduce the costs of low-carbon technologies to parity with conventional power sources".
Perhaps this incentive, if unspoken, was felt at the AP6 meeting. "If industry doesn't act responsibly, governments will have to intervene and regulate," says John White, chairman of the Perth-based company Global Renewables. "No one wants to talk about it, but that was definitely a take-home message." 
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